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REMARKS 
Claim Statu>s 

Claims 1-27 are pending in the present application. No additional claims fee is 
believed to be due. 

Claim 1 is amended by inserting "said fibrous web having a machine direction and 
a cross machine direction defining an MD-CD plane" following the words "discrete 
integral second region (4)," Support for the amendment can be found on page 3, lines 21- 
24, page 7, lines 26-27, Figure 1, and Figure 3. Qaim 1 is further amended by inserting 
"in the MD-CD plane" following the words "defining a longitudinal axis (L)." Support 
for the amendment can be found on page 7, lines 26-27. 

Clahn 11 is amended by inserting "said fibrous web having a machine direction 
and a cross machine direction defining an MD-CD plane" following the words 
"randomly-oriented fibers." Support for the amendment can be found on page 3, lines 21- 
24, page 7, lines 26-27. Figure 1, and Figure 3. Claun 1 1 is further amended by inserting 
"in the MD-CD plane" following the words "defining a longitudinal axis (L)." Support 
for the amendment can be found on page 7, lines 26-27. 

Claim 16 is amended to depend upon Claim 1 1 . 

Claim 17 is amended by inserting "said fibrous web having a machine direction 
and a cross machine direction defining an MD-CD plane, said fibrous web" following the 
words "comprising a fibrous web." Support for the amendment can be found on page 3, 
lines 21-24, page 7, lines 26-27, Figure 1, and Figure 3. Claim 17 is fiirther amended by 
inserting "in the MD-CD plane" following the words "defining a longitudinal axis (L)." 
Support for the amendment can be found on page 7, lines 26-27. 

Claim 21 is amended by insertmg "said fibrous web having a machine direction 
and a cross machine direction defining an MD-CD plane, said fibrous web (1)" following 
the words "A multilayer fibrous web (1)." Support for the amendment can be found on 
page 3, lines 21-24, page 7, lines 26-27, Figure 1, and Figure 3. Claun 21 is further 
amended by inserting ^Mn the MD-CD plane" followii^ the words "defining a longitudinal 
axis (L)." Support for the amendment can be found on page 7, lines 26-27. 
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Claim 24 is amended by inserting "said fibrous web having a machine direction 
and a cross machine direction defining an MD-CD plane, said fibrous web comprising" 
following the words "comprising a fibrous web." Support for liie amendment can be 
found on page 3, lines 21-24, page 7, lines 26-27, Figure 1, and Figure 3. Claim 24 is 
further amended by inserring "said MD^D pkne" following the words "with respect to." 
Claim 24 is fiirlher amended by inserting "MD-CD" following the words "orientation 
defining a longitudinal axis in said." Support for the amendments can be found on page 
7. lines 26-27. Claim 24 is further amended by deleting the word "of following the 
words "said fibrous web comprising." Claim 24 is further amended by deleting "an X-Y" 
following the words "with respect to." Claim 24 is further amended by deleing "X-Y" 
following the words "a longitudinal axis in said." Claim 24 is fiirther amended by 
deleting the comma following the woni "plane." 

Claim 27 is amended by inserting "said fibrous web having a machine direction 
and a cross machine direction defining an MD-CD plane, said fibrous web comprising" 
following the words "comprising a fibrous web," Support for the amendment can be 
found on page 3, lines 21-24, page 7. lines 26-27, Figure 1, and Figure 3. Claim 27 is 
fiirttier amended by inserting "said MD-CD plane" following the words "with respect to" 
and following the words "and loi^tudinal axis to said." Support for fiie amendment can 
be found on page 7, lines 26-27. Gaim 24 is fiirther amended by deleting Ae word "of 
following the words "comprising a fibrous web." Claim 24 is fiirther amended by 
deleting "an X-Y" foUowing the words "with respect to." Claim 24 is further amended by 
deleing "X-Y" following the words "a longitudinal axis in said." Claim 24 is fiirther 
amended by deleting the comma following the word "plane." Claim 24 is fiirther 
amended by deleing "X-Y" following the words "orthogonal to said." 

The Applicants believe these changes do not involve any introduction of new 
matter. Consequently, entry of these changes is believed to be in order and is respectftilly 
requested. 

Claim Objections 
Claim 16 is amended to be dependent upon Claim 1 1. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. S 102fel Over Provost 
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Claims 1-5, 8-12, 15-21, and 23-27 were rejected under 35 U.S-C. § 102(e) over 
Provost and Shepard (US 2004/0157036), hereinafter referred to as Provost. Independent 
Claims 1, 11 , 1 7» 21 are amended to claim the fibrous web as having a machine direction 
and a cross machine direction defining an MD-CD plane and that the discontinuity (16) 
exhibits a linear orientation and defines a longitudinal axis (L) in die MD-CD plane. 
Claims 24 and 27 are amended to claim the fibrous web as having a machine direction 
and a cross machine direction defining an MD-CD plane and that the discrete region has a 
linear orientation defining a longitudinal axis in the MD-CD plane. 

Claims 1 and 1 7 and Claims Dependent Thereon 

The Applicants submit that Claims 1 and 17 are patentable over Provost under 35 
U.S,C« §l02(e) for two reasons: (1) Provost is not an enabling disclosure of Claims 1 and 
1 7 of the present application and (2) Provost does not disclose every element of Claims 1 
and 1 7 of the present application. 

The portions of Provost cited in the Final Office Action dated February 3, 2006 do 
not appear to enable Claims 1 and 17 of the present application. In Provost, a batt 10 of 
fibers 12 is needle punched through a carrier film 14. The portions of Provost cited in the 
Final Office Action do not appear to disclose that the structure of the batt 10 of fibers 12 
illustrated in Figs. 2D, 3D, 4. 7, 8, and 1 1 can be achieved without the earner fihn 14. 
The carrier film 14 appears to provide constriction of the fibers 12 needle punched 
through the film hole 38 to form the trunk 42 of the loops 40, Figs. 2D, 3D, 4, 7, 8, and 

1 1 all illustrate the looped fiber structure in conjunction with the carrier fihn 14. In the 
present application. Claims 1 and 17 are for a structure that can be achieved on a fibrous 
web alone which does not require a film carrier to form, maintain, or be a part of the 
claimed structure. Therefore, Provost does not appear to enable Claims 1 and 17 of the 
present application. 

The portions of Provost cited in the Final Office Action 2006 also do not disclose 
each and every element of Claims 1 and 17 of the present application. The portions of 
Provost cited in the Final Office Action do not appear to disclose a fibrous web having a 
discontinuity exhibiting a linear orientation and defining a longitudinal axis in the MD- 
CD plane. The needle punched web of Provost is comprised of a carrier film 14 and batt 
10 of fibers 12. Provost, Paragraph {0093] and Figure 1. In Provost, the batt 10 of fibers 

12 is needle punched through the carrier fihn 14. Figure 2D of Provost shows a final 
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structure of the batt 10 of fibers 12 and their relationship to the carrier film 14. As shown 
in Fig. 2D of Provost, the fibers 12 fonn loops protruding through the carrier film 14. 
Paragraph [0099] of Provost describes the loops as being "a plurality of individual loops 
40 extending from a common Itunk 42 trapped in film hole 38." Paragraph [0007] of 
Provost describes the forked needle 34 that creates the hole as having a diameter of 35 
gauge or smaller. Thus, the needle 34 has a circular cross section orthogonal to the length 
of ihe needle above the forked portion of the needle. Other needle diameters are 
disclosed in Paragraphs [0038] and [0039] of Provost. 

As shown in Fig. 2C of Provost, at one stage in formation of the looped web, the 
needle penetrates the carrier fihn 1 4 such that the entire forked portion of the needle is 
driven through the carrier film 14. Provost, Paragraph [0097], describes the carrier film 
14 as having a thickness of about 0.05 mm. Provost, Paragraph [0099] describes the 
needle as having a total penetration depth "DF* between 2 and 5 mm. Cross sections 
shown in Figs. 2C and 2D of Provost show that hole in the carrier film 14 bounds the 
entire circumference of Ihe needle 34 as the needle is punched through the film carrier. 
Smce the needle 34 has a circular cross section, the hole 38 in the film carrier should also 
be circular. Thus, each trunk 42 should have a circular cross section as the web material 
comprising the trunk 42 protrudes through a circular hole 38 (as measured in a plane 
parallel to the plane of the unaltered web). Referring to Fig. 2D of Provost, in which the 
batt 10 of fibers 12 and the carrier fihn 14 are illustrated in cross section, the batt 10 of 
fibers 12 when viewed from the side of the stmcnire presenting batt 10 of fibers 12 to the 
observer, the batt 10 of fibers 12 would appear to be essentially flat with discrete 
approximately conical or curved conical depressions (i.e. the periphery of the depression 
taken at any section parallel to the batt 10 of fibers 12 would be circular) where the fibers 
12 are thrust through the circular hole 38 m the carrier film 14. 

The conical or curved conical depressions of Provost do not exhibit a linear 
orientation defining a longihidinal axis (L) in the MD-CD plane, as claimed in Claims I 
and 1 7 of tfie present appHcation. If the conical or curved conical depressions of Provost 
are considered to be the discontinuities claimed in the present application (a single 
"discontmuiV' is claimed in Claims 1 and 17 of die present application), the conical or 
curved conical depressions do not exhibit linear orientation in the MD-CD plane. Rather, 
each conical or curved conical depressions is essentially symmetric in the MD-CD plane. 
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Paragraph [OlOS] of Provost states that "[p]referably there is sufficient distance 
between adjacent structures so as to enable good penetration of the field of formations by 
a field of mating male fastener elements.*' As shown in Figs. 7 and 1 1 of Provost, each 
trunk 42 and coiresponding loops 40 are spaced apart from other trunks 42 and loops 40. 
Thus, each conical or curved conical depression is spaced apart from the otiiers. 
Therefore, adjacent conical or curved conical depressions also do not exhibit a linear 
orientation defining a longitudinal axis (L) in the MD-CD plane, as claimed in the present 
application. 

Based on the above arguments, the Applicants submit that Claims 1 and 17 are 
allowable over Provost. The Applicants respectfully request that the rejections of Claims 
1 and 17 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) over Provost be withdrawn. 

Because Claims 2-5 dqiend upon Claim 1 and Gaims 1 8''20 depend upon Claim 
17» the Applicants submit that Claims 2-5 and IS-20 are also allowable over Provost The 
Applicants respectfully request that the rejections of Claims 2-5 and 18-20 under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(6) over Provost be withdrawn. 

Claim 11 and Claims Dependent Thereon 

The Apphcants submit that Claim 1 1 is patentable over Provost under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 1 02(e) for two reasons: (1 ) Provost is not an enabling disclosure of Claim 1 1 of the 
present application and (2) Provost does not disclose eveiy element of Claim 1 1 of the 
present application. 

As discussed above, wjtfi respect to Claims 1 and 17, the portions of Provost ched 
in the Final Office do not appear to enable Claim 1 1 of the present application. In the 
present application, Claim 1 1 is for a structure that does not require a film carrier to form, 
maintain, or be a part of the claimed structure. As discussed above, the carrier film 14 of 
Provost is part of the structure that appears to enable the loops 40 to be formed as 
illustrated therein. Therefore, Provost does not enable Claim 1 1 of the present 
application. 

Provost also does not disclose at least two elements of Claim 1 1 of the present 
application. First, as discussed above v^dth respect to Clahns 1 and 17, the portions of 
Provost cited in the Final Office Action do not appear to disclose a fibrous web having a 
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discontmuity exhibiting a linear orientation and defining a longitudinal axis in the MD- 
CD plane. 

Second, the portions of Provost cited in the Office Action do not disclose a 
"deformation (6) compristing] fibers (8. 18) integral with but extending from first region 
(2) and fibers (1 1) tieither integral AvtAnHinfr fmm the first region^' Figures 2D, 

3D, 4, 7, 8, and 1 1 of Provost aiastrate the fibers 12 forming loops 40 as integral with, i.e. 
connected, with the fibers 12 of the undefbrmed fiber bat 10. The portions of Provost 
cited in the office action do not disclose that any of flie loops 40 or parts of loops 40 are 
comprised of fibers 12 that are neither integral with nor extend from the first region. 

For the reasons set forth above, the Applicants submit that Qaim 1 1 is allowable 
over Provost. The Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of Claim 1 1 be 
withdrawn. Because Claims 12, 15, and 16 depend upon Claim 1 1. the Applicants submit 
that Claims 12. 15, and 16 are also allowable over Provost. Tlie Applicants respectfiilly 
request that the rejections of Claims 12, 15. and 16 be withdrawn. 

Claim 21 and Dependent Claim 23 

The Applicants submit that Claim 21 is patentable over Provost under 35 U-S.C. 
§ 102(e) because Provost, as cited in the Final Office Action, does not disclose every 
element of Claim 21 . As discussed above with respect to Claims I and 17. the portions of 
Provost cited in the Final Office Action do not appear to disclose a fibrous web having a 
discontinuity exhibiting a linear orientation and defining a longihidinal axis in the MD- 
CD plane, as claimed in Claim 21 of the pr^ent application. 

The Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of Claim 21 under 35 U S.C. 
§ 102(e) be withdrawn. Because Claim 23 depends upon Claim 21, the Applicants submit 
that Claim 23 is also allowable over Provost. The Applicants respectfully request that the 
rejection of Claim 23 under 35 U-S.C. § 102(e) be withdrawn 

Claim 24 and Claims Dependent Thereon 

The Applicants submit that Claim 24 is patentable over Provost under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 102(e) because Provost as cited in the Final Office Action, does not disclose every 
element of Claim 24. Claim 24 of the present application claims '*a plurality of discrete 
regions of fiber reorientation at least on said first surface, each said discrete region having 
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a linear orientation defining a longitudinal axis in said MD-CD plane." The discrete 
regions (or loops 40) in Provost do not have a linear orientation defining a longitudinal 
axis in the MD-CD plane. As discussed above, witli respect to Claims 1 and 1 1, each 
trunk 42 has a circular cross section because the web material comprising the trunk 
protrudes floough a circular hole 38. Figures 2D, 3D, 4, 7, 8, and 1 1 of Provost illustrate 
the structure of the web in profile. The loops 40 of Provost do not have a linear 
orientation defining a longitudinal axis in the MD-CD plane. Rattier, the loops 40 appear 
to look like trees or bushes extending from the trunk 42 and are symmetric in the MD-CD 
plane of the structure in Provost, As discussed above with respect to Claims 1 and 1 1 and 
illustrated in Figure 1 1 of Provost, each set of loops 40 extending from each trunk 42 is 
spaced apart from the other. Therefore, loops 40 do not exhibit a linear orientation 
defining a longihidinal axis (L) in the MD^D plane, as claimed in the present 
application. 

For the reasons set forth above, the Applicants submit that Claim 24 is allowable 
over Provost. The Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of Claim 24 under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(e) be withdrawn. Because Claims 25 and 26 depend upon Claim 24, the 
Applicants submit ttiat Claims 25 and 26 are also allowable over Provost. The Applicants 
respectfully request fliat the rejections of Claims 25 and 26 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) be 
withdrawn. 

Qm27 

The Applicants submit that Claim 27 is patentable over Provost under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(e) because the portions of Provost cited in the Office Action do not disclose every 
element of Claim 27. Claim 27 claims an absorbent article comprising a topsheet, a 
backsheet, and an absorbent core disposed between the topsheet and the backsheet. The 
absorbent core has a particular structure as described in Claim 27. Provost discloses a 
looped fastener product The looped fastener product of Provost is not part of the 
absoibent core structure of the diaper disclosed therein. 

Furthermore, as discussed wift respect to Claim 24, the portions of Provost cited 
m the Office Action do not disclose "a phirality of discrete regions of fiber reorientation 
at least on said first surface, each said discrete region having a linear orientation defining 
a longitudinal axis in said MD-CD plane.*' 
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For the reasons set forth above, the Applicants submit that Claim 27 is allowable 
over Provost. The Applicants respectfully request tfiat the rejection of Claim 27 under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(e) be withdrawn. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S>C. S }Q2(h) Over Tranfield 

Claims 1-5, 10-12, 16-21, and 23-27 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) over 
Tranfield (US 3,684,284). Independent Claims 1 , H , 1 7, 21 are amended to claim the 
fibrous web as having a machine direction and a cross machine direction defining an MD- 
CD plane and that the discontinuity (1 6) exhibits a linear orientation and defines a 
longitudinal axis (L) in the MD-CD plane. Claims 24 and 27 are amended to claim the 
fibrous web as having a machine direction and a cross machine direction defining an MD- 
CD plane and that the discrete region has a linear orientation defining a longitudinal axis 
in the MD-CD plane. 

aatm L 1 7. and Claims' Dependent Thereon 

Claims 1 and 17 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) over Tranfield (US 3, 
684,284). The Apphcants submit that Claims 1 and 1 7 are patentable over Tranfield, as 
cited in the Final Office Action, under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) for two reasons: (1) Tranfield is 
not an enabling disclosure of Claims 1 and 17 of tiie present application and (2) Tranfield 
does not disclose every element of Claims 1 and 1 7 of ttie present application. 

The portions of Tranfield cited in the Final Office Action dated February 3, 2006 
do not appear to enable Claims 1 and 17 of the present application. In Tranfield , a 
fibrous layer 21 is needle punched through a base structure 22 comprising a double layer 
of knitted fabric. Tranfield, Column 2, Lines 55-57. The portions ofTianfield cited in 
the Final Office Action do not appear to disclose that the structure of fibrous layer 21 can 
be achieved without tiie base structure 22. The base structure 22 provides support of the 
fibers needle punched through the base structure 22. In the present application. Claims 1 
and 17 are for a structure tiiat can be achieved on a fibrous web alone which does not 
require a film carrier to form, maintain, or be a part of die claimed structure. Therefore, 
the Applicants submit that Tranfield does not enable Claims 1 and 1 7 of the present 
application. 

The portions of Tranfield cited in the Final Office Action dated February 3, 2006 
also do not appear to disclose every element of Claims 1 and 17 of the present 
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application. The portions of Tranfield cited in the Final Office Action do not appear to 
disclose a fibrous web having a discontinuity exhibiting a linear orientation and defining 
a longitudinal axis in the MD-CD plane. Tranfield, Column 3, Lines 51-60, states that 
"the undersuiface of the finished febric . . . presents a substantially smooth surface." The 
undersuiface of Ttaniield is on flie opposite side of the base structure as the fiber 
segments which penetrate through tfie base structure. Tranfield, Column 3, Lines 51-60. 
The "substantially smooth" undersurface of Tranfield is inconsistent with the 
"discontinuity exhibiting a linear orientation and defining a longitudinal axis m flie MD- 
CD plane" of Claims I and 17 of the present application. 

Based on die above reasons, the Applicants submit that Claims 1 and 17 are 
allowable over Tranfield. The Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of Claims 
1 and 17 under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) over Tranfield be withdrawn. 

Because Claims 2-5 and 10 depend upon Claim 1 and Claims 18-20 depend upon 
Qaim 1 7, the Applicants submit that Claims 2-5. 1 0. and 1 8-20 are also allowable over 
Tranfield. The Applicants respectfully request that the lejections of Oaims 2-5, 10. and 
18-20 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) over Tranfield be withdrawn. 

Claim 11 and Claims Dependent Thereon 

The Applicants submit that Claim 1 1 is patentable over Tranfield. as cited in the 
Final Office Action, under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) for two reasons: (1) Tranfield is not an 
enabling disclosure of Claim 1 1 of the present application and (2) Tranfield does not 
disclose every element of Claim 1 1 of the present application. 

As discussed above wiA respect to Clafan I and Tranfield, the portions of 
Tranfield cited in Ae Final Office do not appear to enable Claim 1 1 of the present 
application. In the present application, Claim 1 1 is for a stmctuie that does not require a 
film carrier to form, maintain, or be a part of the claimed structure. As discussed above, 
the base stnicture of Tranfield is part of tfje structure that enables the web to be formed as 
disclosed therein. Therefore, Tranfield does not enable Oaim 1 1 of the present 
application. 

Tranfield also does not disclose at least two elements of Claim 1 1 of the present 
application. First, as discussed above with respect to Claim 1 and Tranfield, Tranfield, as 
cited in the Final Office Action, does not appear to disclose a fibrous web having a 
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discontinuity exhibiting a linear orientation and defining a longitudinal axis in the MD- 
CD plane. 

Second* Tranfield, as cited in the Final Office Action does not disclose a 
"deformation (6) compris[ing] fibers (8, 1 8) integral with but extending from first region 
(2) and fibers (1 1) neither integral with nor extending from the first region.*^ Tranfield, 
Column 3, Lines 5 1-60, describes Ae fibers as penetrating through the base structure and 
looped around the yam components of the base structure. Tranfield, as cited in the Final 
Office action, does not disclose fibers that are neither integral with nor extend from the 
first region, as claimed in Claim 1 1 of the present application. 

For the reasons set forth above, the Applicants submit that Claim 1 1 is allowable 
over Tranfield. The Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of Claim 1 1 be 
withdrawn- Because Claims 12 and 16 depend upon Claim 1 1 , the Applicants submit that 
Claims 12 and 16 ate also allowable over Tranfield. The Applicants respectfully request 
that the rejections of Claims 12 and 16 be withdrawn. 

Claim 21 and Claims Dependent Thereon 

The Applicants submit that Claim 21 is patentable over Tranfield, as cited in the 
Final Office Action^ under 35 U.S.C- §102(b), because Tranfield does not disclose every 
element of Claim 2 L As discussed above with respect to Claims 1 and 1 7, the portions of 
Tranfield cited in the Final Office Action do not appear to disclose a fibrous web having a 
discontinuity exhibiting a linear orientation and defining a longitudinal axis in the MD- 
CD plane, as claimed in Claim 21 of the present application. 

The Applicants i?espectftxlly request that the rejection of Claim 21 under 35 U.S.C 
§ 102(b) be withdrawn. Because Claim 23 depends upon Claim 21, the Applicants 
submit that Claim 23 is also allowable over Tranfield, The AppHcants respectfully 
request that the rejection of Claim 23 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) be withdrawn. 

Claim 24 and Claims Dependent Thereon_ 

The Applicants submit that Claim 24 is patentable over Tranfield, as cited in the 
Final Office Action, under 35 U.S.C, § i02(b), because Tranfield does not disclose every 
element of Claim 24. Claim 24 of tite present application claims "'a plurality of discrete 
regions of fiber reorientation at least on said first surface, each said discrete region having 

Page IS of 23 



PA6E16/24'RCVDAT5/22/20061:19:00PM [Eastern DayOghtm^^ 



MAY-22-200S 13=38 



P&G INT'L PATENT 



513 634 0819 P. 17/24 



AppL No. 10/737,306 
Docket No. 9134R2 
Amdt. dated May 22, 2006 
Customer No. 27752 

a linear orientation defining a longitudinal axis in said MD-CD plane/' The discrete 
regions (or loops) in Tranfield do not have a linear orientation defining a longinidinal axis 
in the MD-CD plane. Tranfield, Column 3, Lines 46-51 , describes the finished fabric as 
ha ving a "random orientation of the fibers in the pile surface coupled with a high portion 
of fibers disposed substantially peipendicular to the pile sur&ce penetrating through the 
layers composing the pile surface and the base structure." Randomly oriented fibers in 
the pile surface is inconsistent with the language of Claim 24 of the present application, in 
which the discrete regions have a linear orientation defining a longitudinal axis in the 
MD-CD plane. 

For the reasons set forth above, the Applicants submit that Claim 24 is allowable 
over Tranfield. The Applicants respectfiiUy request that the rejection of Claim 24 under 
35 U.S.C. § 102(b) be withdrawn. Because Claims 25 and 26 depend upon Claim 24, the 
Applicants submit that Claims 25 and 26 are also allowable over Tranfield. The 
Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of Claims 25 and 26 under 35 U.S.C- § 
102(b) be withdrawn. 

Claim 27 

The Applicants submit that Claim 27 is patentable over Tranfield, as cited in the 
Final Office Action, under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b). because the portions of Tranfield cited in 
the Office Action do not disclose every element of Claim 27. Claim 27 claims an 
absorbent article comprismg a topsheet, a backsheet, and an absorbent core disposed 
between the topsheet and the backsheet Tranfield discloses a cover for a tennis ball and 
does not disclose a topsheet a backsheet* and an absorbent coie. 

Furthermore* as discussed with respect to Claim 24, the portions of Tranfield cited 
in the Office Action do not disclose "a plurality of discrete regions of fiber reorientation 
at least on said first surface, each said discrete region having a linear orientation defining 
a longitudinal axis in said MD-CD plane." 

For the reasons set forth above, the Applicants submit that Claim 27 is allowable 
over Tranfield. The Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of Claim 27 under 
35 U.S.a § 102(b) be withdrawn. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. S 102fb) Over Sorimachi et al 
Page 16 of 23 
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Claims 1-6. 8, 10-13, 15-27 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) over 
Sorimaohi et al. (US 5,508,080). Independent Claims 1 , 1 1. 17, 21 are amended to claim 
me fibrous web as having a machine direction and a cross machine direction defining an 
MD-CD plane and that the discontinuity (16) exhibits a linear orientation and defines a 
longitudinal axis (L) in the MD-CD plane. Claims 24 and 27 are amended to claim the 
fibrous web as having a machine direction and a cross machine direction defining an MD- 
CD plane and that the discrete region has a linear orientation defining a longitudinal axis 
in the MD-CD plane. 

Claims L 17. and Claims Detsendent Thereon 

Claims 1 and 17 were rejected under 35 U.S.C, § 102(b) over Sorimachi et al. (US 
5,508,080). The Applicants submit Aat Claims 1 and 17 arc patentable over Sorimachi 
et al., as cited in the Final Office Action, under 35 U.S.C, § 102(b), for two reasons: (1) 
Sorimachi et al. is not an enabling disclosure of Claims 1 and 17 of the present 
application and (2) Sorimachi et al. does not disclose every element of Claims 1 and 17 of 
the present application. 

The portions of Sorimachi et al, cited in the Final Office Action dated February 3. 
2006 do not appear to enable Claims 1 and 17 of the present application. In Sorimachi et 
al., a fibrous web 22 is needle punched through a nonwoven febric sheet 23. Sorimachi et 
al.^ Fig. 3 and Column 3, Lines 52^56. The portions of Sorimachi et al. cited in the Final 
Office Action do not appear to disclose that the structure of fibrous web 22 can be 
achieved without the nonwoven fabric sheet 23. The nonwoven fabric sheet 23 provides 
support of the fibers needle punched through the nonwoven fabric sheet 23. In the 
present application, Claims 1 and 1 7 are for a structure that can be achieved on a fibrous 
web alone which does not require a film carrier to form, maintain, or be a part of the 
claimed structure. Therefore, Sorimachi et al. does not enable Claims 1 and 17 of the 
present application. 

The portions of Sorimachi et al, cited in the Final Office Action dated Febmaty 3, 
2006 also do not appear to disclose every element of Claims 1 and 17 of the present 
application. The portions of Sorimachi et al. cited in the Final Office Action do not 
appear to disclose a fibrous web having a discontinuity exhibiting a linear orientation and 
defining a longitudinal axis hi the MD-CD plane. The fibrous web 22 of Sorimachi et al, 
is illustrated as being a thick batt of fibers. None of the Figures, nor the portions of 
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Sorimachi et al. cited in the Office Action, disclose that the fibrous web 22 has a 
discontinuity exhibiting a litiear orientation and defining a longitudinal axis in the MD- 
CD plane. 

Based on the above reasons, the Applicants submit that Claims I and 17 at« 
aUowable over Sorimachi et al. The Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of 
Claims 1 and 17 under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) over Sorimachi et al. be withdrawn. 

Because CUims 2-6. 8, and 10 depend upon Claim 1 and Claims 1 8-20 depend 
upon Claim 17, the Applicants submit that Claims 2-6. 8, 10 and 18-20 are also allowable 
over Sorimachi et al. The Applicants respectfully request that the rejections of Claims 2- 
6. 8. 10, and 18-20 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) over Sorimachi et al. be withdrawn. 

Claim 1 1 and Clai ms Dependent Thereon 

The Applicants submit that Claim 1 1 is patentable over Sorimachi et al.. as cited 
in the Final Office Action, under 35 U.S.C. §I02(b) for two reasons: (1) Sorimachi et al. 
is not an enabling disclosure of Claim 1 1 of the present application and (2) Sorimachi et 
a!, does not disclose every element of Claim 1 1 of the present application. 

As discussed above with respect to Claim 1 and Sorimachi et al.. the portions of 
Sorimachi et al. cited in the Final Office do not appear to enable Qaim 1 1 of the present 
application. In the present application, Claim 1 1 is for a structure that does not require a 
fihn carrier to form, maintain, or be a part of the claimed structure. As discussed above, 
the nonwoven fabric sheet of Sorimachi et al. is part stracture that enables the web to be 
formed as disclosed therein. Therefore, Sorimachi et al. does not enable Claim 1 1 of the 
present application. 

Sorimachi et al. also does not disclose at least two elements of Claim 11 of the 
present appUcatioa First, as discussed above with respect to Claim 1 and Sorimachi et 
a!.. Sorimachi et al., as cited in the Final Office Action, does not appear to disclose 
fibrous web having a discontinuity exhibiting a linear orientation and defining a 
longitudinal axis in the MD-CD plane. 

Second, Sorimachi et al., as cited m the Final Office Action, does not disclose a 
"dcfonnation (6) compris[ing] fibers (8. 1 8) integral with but extending from first region 
(2) and fibers (1 1 ) neither integral with nor «>yf^H^ ng from the fir^ K.p t^n " Sorimachi et 
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al., Column 4, Lines 37-42. states that "cart of the fiber of the fibrous web 22 is pushed 
into the nonwoven febric sheet 23'' which implies that the part of the fiber pushed into the 
nonwoven fabric sheet 23 is integral and extending fi-om the fibrous web 22* which is the 
first sheet of the present application, (emphasis added). Thus, Sorimachi et al, as cited 
in the Final Office action, does not disclose fibers that are neither integral with nor extend 
from the first region. 

For the reasons set forth above, die Applicants submit that Claim 1 1 is allowable 
over Sorimachi et al. The Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of Claim 1 1 
be withdrawn, Because Claims 12, 13, 15, and 16 depend upon Claim 11, Ihe Applicants 
submit that Claims 12, 13» IS, and 16 are also allowable over Sorimachi et al. The 
Applicants respectfiiUy request that the rejections of Claims 12» 13, 15, and 16 be 
withdrawn. 

Claim 21 and Claims Dependent Thereon 

The Applicants submit that Claim 21 is patentable over Sorimachi et al. under 35 
U.S.C. §102(b) because Sorimachi et al. does not disclose every clement of Claim 21. As 
discussed above with respect to Claims 1 and 17 and Sorimachi et al, the portions of 
Sorimachi et al. cited in the Final Office Action do not appear to disclose fibrous web 
having a discontinuity exhibiting a linear orientation and defining a longitudinal axis in 
the MD-CD plane. 

The Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of Claim 21 under 35 U*S.C. 
§ 102(b) be withdrawn. Because Claims 22 and 23 depends upon Claim 21, the 
Applicants submit that Claims 22 and 23 are also allowable over Sorimachi et al. The 
Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of Claims 22 and 23 under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(b) be withdrawn. 

Claim 24 and Claims Dependent Thereon 

The Applicants submit that Claim 24 is patentable over Sorimachi et a]., as cited 
in the Final Office Action, under 35 U.S.C. §102(b), because Sorimachi et al does not 
disclose every element of Claim 24. Claim 24 of the present application claims "a 
plurality of discrete regions of fiber reorientation at least on said first surface, each said 
discrete region having a linear orientation defining a longitudinal axis in said MD--CD 
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plane." The discrete regions (protrusions 22a) in Sorimachi et al. do not have a linear 
orientation defining a longitudinal axis in the MD-CD plane. 

Sorimachi et al„ Column 4. Lines 32-37, states that needles used to create the 
stnictuie have a diameter. Thetefore, the needles in Sorimachi et al. have a circular cross 
section orthogonal to the lenglli of the needle. As shown in Fig. 3 and described at 
Column 5, Lines 58-60. of Sorimachi et al., "part of the iibrous web 22 penetrates 
tfirough the nonwoven fabric sheet 23 and forms protrusions 22a thenjon." Since the 
needles in Sorimachi et al. are circular, the protrusions 22a should have a circular cross 
section when viewed from the side of *e structure presenting the nonwoven febric sheet 
23 to the observer. Figures 3. 4, 6, 7, 8A, and 9A-C illustrate the structure of the 
Sorimachi et al. in profile. Hie protrusions 22a of Sorimachi et al. do not have a linear 
orientation defining a longitudinal axis in said MD-CD plane. Rather, each protrusion 
22a appears to look like a bump with each bump being symmetric in the MD-CD plane. 
The cross section illustrated in Fig. 3 (and other figures in Sorimachi et al.) show that 
each protrusion 22a has the same cross section and the prolnisions are spaced apart from 
one another. Therefore, protrusions 22a in Sorimachi et al. do not exhibit a Unear 
orientation defining a longitudinal axis (L) in the M1>-CD plane, as claimed in Claim 24 
of the present application. 

For the reasons set forth above, die Applicants submit that Claim 24 is allowable 
over Sorimachi et al. The Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of Claim 24 
under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) be withdrawn. Because Claims 25 and 26 depend upon Claim 
24, the Applicants submit that Claims 25 and 26 are also allowable over Sorimachi et al. 
The Applicants respectfully request that the rqections of Claims 25 and 26 under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(b) be wiflidiawn. 

aaim 27 

The Applicants submit that Claim 27 is patentable over Sorimachi et al., as cited 
in the Final Office Action, under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b), because the portions of Sorimachi et 
al. cited in the Office Action do not disclose every element of Claim 27. Claim 27 relates 
to an absorbent article comprising a topsheet. a backshcet, and an absorbent core disposed 
between the topsheet and the backsheet. Sorimachi et al. discloses a flexible laminated 
surface material for vehicle interiors and building interiors and does not disclose a 
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topsheet, backsheet, and an absorbent core disposed between the topshcet and the 
backsbeet. 

Furthermore, as discussed wi± respect to Claim 24 and Sorimachi et al., the 
portions of Sorimachi et al. cited in the Office Action do not disclose "a plurality of 
discrete regions of fiber reorientation at least on said first surface, each said discrete 
region having a linear orientation defining a longitudinal axis in said MD-CD plane." 

For the reasons set forth above, flie Applicants submit that Qaim 27 is allowable 
over Sorimachi et al. The Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of Claim 27 
under 35 U.S.C- § 102(b) be withdrawn. 

Rejection Under 35 Tl.S C 8 lQ3fa^ nv^.r Sn rimachi et al i,^ View of Kotek ct al 

Claims 7 and 14 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sorimachi et al. (US 5,508.080) in View of Kotek et al. (US 6,120,718). 
Independent Claims 1 and 11 are amended to claim the fibrous web as having a machine 
direction and a cross machine direction defining an MI>CD plane and that the 
discontinuity (16) exhibits a linear orientation and defines a longitudinal axis (L) in the 
MD-CD plane. TTie Applicants submit that Claims 7 and 14 arc patentable over 
Sorimachi et al. in View of Kotek et al. 

Claim 7 

The Applicants submit that Claim 7 is patentable over Sorimachi et al., as cited in 
the Final Office Action, in View of Kotek et al. because the references, when combined, 
fell to teach or suggest each and every element of Claim 7 of the present application. 
Claim 7 depends upon Claim 1. As discussed above with respect to Claim 1 and 
Sorimachi et al. under 35 U.S.C. 102(b), Sorimachi et al. fails to teach or suggest that the 
fibrous web 22 has a discontinuily exhibiting a linear orientation and defining a 
longitudinal axis in the MD<:d plane. Kotek et al. also does not leach or suggest that the 
fibrous web 22 has a discontinuity exhibiting a linear orientation and defining a 
longitudinal axis in the MD^D plane. Tlierefore. Sorimachi et al. in view of Kotek et al. 
feils to teach or suggest each and every element of Clahn 7 of the present plication. 
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The Applicants submit that Claim 7 k patentable over Sorimachi et al in View of 
Kotek et aL The Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of Claim 7 under 35 
§ 103(a) be withdrawn. 

aaim 14 

The Applicants submit diat Claim 14 is patentable over Sorimachi et aL in View 
of Kotek et al because the references, when combined, fail to teach or suggest each and 
every element of Oahn 14 of the present application. Claim 14 depends upon Claim 1 1. 
As discussed above witfi respect to Claim 1 1 and Sorimachi et al. under 35 U Sr, § 
102(b), Sorimachi et al fails to teach or suggest that the fibrous web 22 has a 
discontinuity exhibiting a linear orientation and defining a longitudinal axis in the Ml>- 
CD plane. Kotek et al, as cited in the Final Office Action, also does not teach or suggest 
that the fibrous web 22 has a discontinuity exhibiting a linear orientation and defining a 
longitudinal axis in the MD-CD plane. 

Furthermore, as discussed above with respect to Claim 1 1 and Sorimachi et al. 
under 35 U.S.C. § I02(bX Sorimachi et a), fails to teach or suggest a "deformation (6) 
compris[ing] fibers (8, 1 8) integral with but extending from first region (2) and fibers (11) 
neither integral with nor extending from the first rep ^on Kotek et al., as cited in the 
Final Office Action* also does not teach or suggest fibers neither integral with nor 
extending fix)m the first region. 

Finally, Claim 14 depends upon Claim 12. Claim 12 is limited to particular fibers. 
The references, as cited in the Office Action, when combined, feil to teach or suggest the 
fiber materials claimed in Claim 12 of the present application. 

For these reasons, ttie Applicants submit that Claim 14 is patentable over 
Sorimachi et al, in view of Kotek et al. The Applicants lespectfiilly request that the 
rejection of Clafan 14 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) be withdrawn. 

Double Patenting Rejections 

As stated in the Reply After 1'' Office Action filed December 22, 2005, 
Applicants agree to submit all necessary terminal disclaimers upon indication of 
allowable subject matter. 
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Conclusiori 



In light of the above remarks, it is requested that the Examiner reconsider and 
withdraw the rejections under 35 U.S.C. §§ 102 and 103. Early and favorable action in 
the case is respectfully requested. 

This response represents an earnest effort to place the application in proper fomi 
and to distinguish the invention as now claimed from the applied references. In view of 
the foregoing, reconsideration of this application, entry of the amendments presented 
herein* and allowance of Claims 1-27 are respectfully requested. 



By 




Signature 
RoddCM. Bullock 
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